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1. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In claims 17 and 18, the claimed structure cannot be 
fully understood. The limitation "said reinforcement layer has stretched tapes which are 
served said stretch^film in a stretched direction" cannot be understood as written. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-10, 15-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Andrusko, U.S. Patent NO. 5,182,162 in view of Stover, U.S. Patent No.5,208,098. 
Andrusko discloses a multilayer laminate which may comprise a porous or impervious 
center film layer, (col. 15, lines 55-60), a first layer nonwoven fabric comprising 
continuous fibers which are extruded and collected on a collecting surface, (col. 8, lines 
41-52), which corresponds to the claimed spunbonded fabric and which is disposed on 
a first side of the central layer, and a second layer disposed on the second side of the 
central layer which comprises a stretched net-like, (i.e., reticulated), film. The stretched 
fibrillated films may be cross-laminated. See col. 6, line 17-col. 8, line 31. The 
stretched net-like films have a thickness of .3-about 20 mils. See col. 7, lines 8-11. The 
stretched net-like films may have a basis weight of about 28 grams per square meter. 
See example 1. The nonwoven fabric may be made from polypropylene. See col. 10, 
lines 51-59. The nonwoven may comprise a UV stabilizer. See col. 1 1 , line 24. With 
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regard to the new claims 19-23, Andrusko discloses bonding the layers using a calendar 
roll, See examples. Andrusko does not disclose the exact parameters regarding which 
layers are facing which rolls, however, Andrusko teaches at col. 13, line 21 -col. 14, line 
30, that the various parameters such as temperatures, pressures and other process 
parameters could be varied to achieve the desired results. Further, since the instant 
claims are drawn to the product, the burden is shifted to Applicant to show that the 
various process limitations result in an unobvious difference in the product. Further, 
Stover teaches that both patterned and non patterned rolls can be used to bond 
film/spunbonded laminates. See col. 14, lines 3-68. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
selected the particular parameters and rolls used in to bond the laminate through the 
process of routine experimentation to optimize the strength and type of texture, etc., 
desired in the finished product. Andrusko differs from the claimed invention because 
Andrusko does not specifically disclose a liquid impermeable, vapor permeable film, 
although Andrusko does disclose employing either pervious or impervious films. Stover 
teaches that vapor permeable, liquid impermeable films wherein the WVTR of the film is 
1500-5000 grams per square meter per day. Stover teaches that such films are useful 
in forming a wide variety of products including housewraps, roofing underlayments, car 
covers, etc. See col. 3, lines 20-33. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have employed the film of 
Stover as the central layer in the laminate of Andrusko. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to employ the film of Stover because both Andrusko and 
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Stover are in the same field of endeavor and in order to obtain the benefits of a film 
which allowed vapor to pass through it while remaining resistant to liquids. 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are moot in view of the 
new grounds of rejection. 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elizabeth M. Cole whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1475. The examiner may be reached between 6:30 AM and 6:00 PM Monday 
through Wednesday, and 6:30 AM and 2 PM on Thursday. 

Mr. Terrel Morris, the examiner's supervisor, may be reached at (571) 272-1478. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-directuspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



The fax number for all official faxes is (703) 872-9306. 
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